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lo the Revd. Mr. Jo SEPH 


"| Srave, Leturer of 
hs the Pariſh Church of Sc, 


LAURENCE in 


FADING. 


Ar. SL AD E's Animadverſions in his Sermon, 
Preached at READING, OFober 31. 1727, 
"upon the Revd. Mr. FO X's Afize Sermon, on 
Mert. 23. 23. Preach'd at ABINGTON Ju 
18. 1727. fully conſider d, and the ſeveral con- 
. troverted points concerning the Duties of Moral 
Qblization and poſitive inſtitution, fairly examined 
and diſcuſs d: As alſo ſome remarks made upon 
tie Dedication and Letters, printed together with 
Mr, SLADEs Sermon on the ſaid Text. 
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WI ANCELOT CARLETON, M. A. 2 
of Padworth Berks. 
* N e 


Printed by WILLIAM AYRES, in | Minſter: Streets 
me Sold by TimoMTHyY WESTLEY, Bookſeller, neag 
a Broad Face in the Market: place P rice 4d. 


* * 


o the Revd. Mr. Jos EP H 


SLADE. 


Padworth, Marchiſt, 1727-8 

Revd. STR, 

oO ME Sceptic ks have urg'd us to in- 
[SIM A; 1 form them what are the preciſe num- 
l ber of thoſe Doctrines, that we call 
Fundamental, and leſs Fundamental 
reſpectively, and ſeverally, where 
each of them reſpectively begins, 
nd ends, and where th give place, to thoſe Doe- 
mes that may be thought not Fundamental: 
herelore upon my reading your Advertiſement in 
le Reading Mercury of Feb. the 12th, of your in- 
ention to publiſh a Sermon of the Order of Duties, 
was in hopes of receiving ſome good formation 
tereby concerning the aforeſaid queſtion : But 
tit hſtanding, tho' I read over your Diſcourſe 
try carefully, I found my Self in the dark as much 
þ betore., 

Tou tell us indeed (a) that the Duties of Re- 
gon are to be plac'd in zhat Order that God has 
A 2 plac'd 


(a) 8. ver, P. 13, 


x 
\ 


(4) 
plac'd them in; This is certainly true, and wort 
be a Satisfactory explication, in caſe that G0 
who has made a Revelation of his will az differen 
Fines, and in divers Manners, had digeſted 1 
the ſeveral Duties requird of us. whether of Mor 
Obligation, or Poſitive Inſtitution in the Orde 
of their ſeveral and reſpective precedencys ; But 
he has not, for any information you have give 
us, we are ſtill at a loſs as much as ever, 48 
therefore intend briefly to examine into the 
troverſy now depending betwixt Mr. Fox an 
you concerning the Order of Duties &c. I ſha 
in the 

Firſt place conſider, how the controverſy h 
been managed between you and him, and 
Secondly I ſhall make ſome obſervations ont 
Dedication and Letters Printed together with yo 
Sermon, and you 
Laſtly I ſhall enter into the Merits of t An 
cauſe in relation to thoſe ſeveral Points Co 
Doctrine, that are now controverted in your ſeret in 
and reſpective Sermons. 1 
Firſt, Mr. Fox to comply with a Cuff to | 
of your Town Preach*& at what they ca mon 
the Reading Lecture, the purport of whoſe SI fate 
mon was to preſs home upon his hearers the Dit to h- 
of Morality. He was not I believe then apprizgl Sc 
that as the Convocation had not fat for ſome ting Ded. 
The Gentlemen of that Lecture (the Majority MF him 
whom uſually conſiſts of Unlicens'd Curates) had il Lord 
ſome meaſure Subiſlituted themſelves in zberr Ro than 
by Aſſuming 2 power of Cenſuring, and Conde" tile: 
and calling, after t heir manner, whom they thoug 
fit to Account; () tho' in fact it was ſtill corem nt 
judice; and the great Streſs of the Succeſs propa 
hangs ſtill upon that ſingle Point, that it is to ,\ - 
dete Ser. | 

e e aces to On 
(5) Other unlicens'd Curates alſo preach'd againſt Mr. Lern 


(59 

ktermin'd by thoſe who are wo proper FJnadges, or 
who perhaps may be incapable of ̃udging. For as 
Mr. Foxx had dedicated his Sermon to the Lord High 
(bancel/or, you ſeem reſolv'd that, ifyou could not 
exceed him in a Patron, you would exceed him in 
the number of Patrons, and accordingly you dedi- 
cate your Sermon to the Clergy, Gentry, and other 
Inhabitants of Reading; Now pray who are the 
tber Inhabitants of Reading beſides the Clergy and 
Gentry? Are they not the fame fort of Inhabitants, 
25 in all other Trading, Populous Towns with a 
Navigable River adjoining them? $0 you here in 
ſme meaſure appeal, even to Porters and Barge- 
nen as judges in this cafe. And this is ſtill the more 
unreaſonable as Mr. Fox's Sermon was firſt Preach'd 
4 concio ad Clerum. 

In the beginning of your Epiſtle Dedicatory 
you {et forth, That the powers of Avarice and 
Ambition were never more diſcernable, that the 
Corruption of Faith and Manners now, appears 
in Heterodox opinions, Bribery, Perjury Ge. 
Will not any indifferent Reader think all this 
to be a charge upon Mr. Fox? when your Ser- 
mon is confeſſedly advertis'd, and printed to re- 
fute thoſe Heterodox opinions, which you pretend 
to have been advanc'd by him ? I come now to the 

Second particular; You then proceed in your 
Dedication to ſhow, that our Author (as you call 
him) has (c) phac'd Morality above Faith in our 
Lord Feſus Chriſt, and made it of greater Neceſſity 
than Baptiſm, and the Lords Supper; that this is a 
leſlening our eſteem of Chriſtian Inſtitutions, and 

conſequently 


1 


* 


c) Compare this with Faith audaciouſly to Struck out, S. 
der. P. y. aud to burleſque the Scriptures. what is this, but 
to Omit Faith, and be a Hypocrite, in diffet ent Letters, S. 


derm. P. 15. 


— ns 


(6) 


conſequently of the Chriſtian Religion, and if they 


don't practiſe Moral Duties as much above others 
as they Preach them, they muſt expect to be re. 
reputed Hypocrizes, not only in Moralit y, but 
Chriſtiamty too. 

As to the Firft part of the charge, that he has 
plac'd Morality above Faith in our Lord Jeſus Chrif 
in his Sermon, I poſitively deny that this int» 
mation of yours is true in fact; he has indeed 
interpreted the Word render'd Faith in his Text 
by Fidelity, which may be the true interpre- 
tation of the Word in that place; but how does that 
interfere with Faitb in the Evangelical Senſe of 


the Word, and as it is taken in other different | 


parts of Scripture? 

As to the Second Item, that he has made 
Morality of greater Neceſſity than the Sacraments 
is very true, But is it not exceeding hard to call 
upon us (d) to look at our Author's Foot, to 
point him out, as one that leſſens our eſteem of Di- 
vine Inſtitutions, and an Hypocrite both in 
Morality and Chriſtianity > Only becauſe he gave 
thoſe Duties the precedency to which God in his hoy 
Word has given the precedency ; fuch proceedings at 
firſt ſight plainly ſhow what Spirit they are of 
conſute themſelves, and are beſt anſwered by diſte- 
gard and Silence. 

You acknowledge in this Dedication that you 
are Senſib e of the Mrfchievous conſequence of Clergy 
Men's Preaching againſt one another (which by the 
by renders you the more inexcuſable, as this is not 
the fh time of your doing fo) you farther admit 
that our Author in Printing his Sexmon made no 

mater 


Cee ae 66 


(a) Letter dated May 1ſt. vide. S. Serm. Men 1ivilg 
and zroictihg themſelves Infidels P. 1 2. and S. Seim. 
the great vin of [7ypocri/ieto ſtrike out Faith c. P 
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waterial alteration, which argued that he was not 
anſcious to himſelt of having advanced any He 
rerodox Dodtrmes, which ovght to have intitled 
him to a tenderer Treatment; you likewite ſay in 
vour Dedication that, when His dermon was once 
Printed, you then no longer thought your felt 
bound to Silence; How? Does our Canon in this caſe 
make any difference betwixt a Sermon Peach and 
Printed? Will our Authors Printing his Sermon 
juſtifie your Preaching ducaly againſt him, 
and arguing more againſt the Perſon than the 
Doctrine? Sir, I need not inform you, I only beg 
kaye to remind you (e) that if 2 Man ſtrives for 
Maſteries, yet he is not Crown'd, except he ſtrives laws 
fuly ; If fo, I will at preſent ſuppoſe that Mr. Fox 
in ſome Doctrines dehver'd by him, had given you 
an occaſion of Offence, how ought it to have been 
decided Lawfully, and in a manner Suitable to both 
your Characters? Our Saviour has commanded, that 
if thy Brother treſpaſs againſt thee, go and tell him his 
Fault between him and thee alone, if be ſhall hearken 
unto thee, thou haſt gain d thy Brother, but if be will ut 
hear, t hen take with you one or two more, that in the 
Mouth of two or three witneſſes every Word may be 
eftabliſh'd ; and if be fhall negle&# to hear them, tell 
it uno the Church, &c. (F) And agreeable to this, 
as to the Point in debate, Our Church has deter- 
mined (g) that there ſhall be no Oppojition &c. in 
the Palpit betwixt Clergymen concerning any Doc- 
tne deliver'd, before the Biſbop of the Dreceſs is 
Kquainted therewith, and given Order what to do 
in that caſe. This Canon was Calculated to pre- 
lerve the Unzty of the Church, and to avoid Schiſin, 
and you ſeem to me to have broke in upon thoſe 
hues of Order in your manner of proceeding : But 
| I 
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0 2. Tim, 2, 5, (0 Matt. 18. 15. Ke. (7) Can. 53 


(8) 
I had almoſt forgot ( that you place Ordey 1 not! 
mongſt the leaſt weighty Matters, and yet it is a In 
fection in God, that he is a God of Order, and 1 this 
of confuſion; (i) take away Order and you will 
deſtroy the (Huch, as a viſible Society; the Subo eg. 
dination of Interiors to Superiors being the life or t 
all Societys in the World; Mr. Fox ſeems to hay / 
a regard to Order at the firft breaking out of the. 
Flame, tor in his firſt Letter he tells you that ra. 
* you bad any thing to object againſt his Sermon, Mb. 
* wou'd have been more agreeable to both ya al 
Characters to have Written or Spoke to him, thun 
by your Cenſures on it to have given occation oh: L 
* fo much Diſcourſe about the Town; and pray, Su br! 
is this not literally true? eſpecially as «you had »MWpoſ 
ripht publickly to cenſure his Sermon, tho it t 
been blame worthy ; you might indeed have maden 
complaint of it to a proper Judge, who could hype 
had Cognizarce thereof. ate, 
Mr. Fox in the ſaid Letter farther ſays, * I cat ap] 
* eaſily overlook any Cen ſures paſs'd on my (e!!\, but hari 
* ſenſibly touches me when I reflect how many ut t. 
* thoſe whoſe Souls by the Laws of God and the LanWou | 
* of the Church are committed to my care, may (ith 
* hincer'd from attending to what is of ever/aſtinguitar 
concerument to them by ſuch Cenſures: This is Wore 
argument that muſt have its due weight with eve 
true Chriſtian, eſpecially with you, who have mae; 
ſo great a Froſeſſion of Zeal in your Letter dated 
May the Fourth, where you ſay, that you think & 
Spirit of Zeal highly becoming a Profejſor ot ti nie 
Goſpel. You (meaning our Author) may pleaſe yolſuur v 
felf with a Spirit of Moderation &c. Pray, Sir, Hus? 
Stirit of Zeal, and a Spirit of Moderation mcontiſten 
or are they incompatible with one another? By 


- 
* 
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(4) 8. Ser. P. 13. (i | Chro. 15. 13. 


EF? 

Zeal as requir'd in the Goſpel, I can underſtand 
nothing elſe, than our having zruly ar beurt the 
Glory of God, and the Salvation of Souls, and can 
is effectually be in any prudent Man without Mo- 
ation > Who had this Chriſtian Zeal to a greater 
legree than St. Paul? Who loſt andſuffer'd ſo much 
Er the ſake of the Goſpell, () who could with that 
e himſelf were accurs'd from Chrift for the ſake of 
he Church, and yet who has farther extended Mo- 
ation both by his precept, and example, ( Let your 
Moderation be known unto all Men. As to his ex- 
mp/e he informs us (m) that unto the Fews be be- 
mme at a Few, to them that were without Lam, as with. 
wu Law — and t hat he was made all things tu all Men, 
hat by all means be might fave ſome, Might not the 
ipoſtle in your way of arguing then have been told 
) that he kept Company with Moabites and Ha- 
eng, &c, And that it was the molt deteſtable 
ypocriſe. You give this as an inſtance of Pha- 
faical Hypocriſe, which is a very zmproper one; for 

t appears by the account that we have of the 

harifees, that they would contederate with none, 

ut thole of their own Sect and Profeſſion; had 

ou made a Clergy Man's refuſing to converſe 

mth Moabites and Hagarens (as you expreſs it) an 

nſtance of Hhariſaical pride, it would have been 

hore to the Purpoſe; for they objected to our 

tor, that he convers'd with Publicans and $11;+ 

en; the anſwer was clear and ſhort, the whole 

reded no Phyſictan 1, he came not to call the Rizhteous, 

ut /111ers 70 Repentance; or does their differing in 

pinion from us diſſolve the Bonds of Humanity? 


— 


t we be no longer Men, becauſe weare Chꝛiſt- 


Us? 
B [ 
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} Rom. 9. 3. (4) 1, Cor. 9. 20, (m Phil. 4. 5 


(10) 

I am ſenſible this Moderation is inconſiſtent wit! 

a Hot Brain'd Furious Zeal, witneſs the Swnrt 9 
Haubomet, and the 9p 11! 1/; Inquiſition; but ſureh 
ſuch a = al is not Chriſtian, for if it be, then ſome 
of thoſe who Murder'd the Apoſtles did well, be 
cauſe in fo doing they thought they did God u ict 
Mr. Fox ſays that he has known good Church 
men (o) offe nded by Sermons againſt Diſſenter 
(tis to be preſun'd he means ratling Sermons) bu 
he never knew a Diſlenter convinc'd by ſuch Ser 
mons; this has nothing improbable in it. Yo 


hen! 
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ſay in your Letter that you have known ſome con bea 
ſtant ly kept to Church by ſuch Sermons, and mam 
gone trom Church to Conventicles for want 1 
them; this may be pollib ly true too; for there Mund 
no accounting tor the Capricous . of OmnMther 
Me I; 00. 

Þt it I hope, good Sir, that you will allow, tha will 
the beſt Met! * for preſerving the Dodrimne; 07 thaw can 
Goſpel pure, inf of reclaim ing thoſe, who = lon | 
Err d, is that Method by which the Gofpe! was Athen 
fir 4 P. 72 TEL =_ whic h Wq5 by 4 C90 vittic + * * dern 
ſcienceʒ and thoſe. who diſc ipled them, had, and p to p- 
teſs'd a great Eſteem tor thoſe they were conver a 2 
ting. wit de the leaft appearance of Malice offi B 
Rancor; And both the Doctrines of the Go/ pet, al ſente 
the nature of the thing requir'd it ſhould be oy @ Lp 


there is no act we can poſſibly do, howſoever Mat! 
te 114 ily or in 4, PPCArance good will be accepted | of b) dran 
God, unleſs 1CCOMPANY d with Charity, which 1_ Len 
the hon of Unity, and Opirit of Chriftianity it ſel Ber 


nor is it PIG bable from the Nature of tlie hto 
that any Doèſrines howſoever Good, and Nece / 2 A 
themſelves can have a due influence upon thole, wig Men 
are Prejudic'd againſt the Perſons, who dene Hou 

tc: tnc 


% Letter dated May the Firſt. 


( 11 ) 

wildem. What I wou d infer from this is that M. 

nen is abſolutely neceſſary both to preſerve the 
ehe, of the Goſpel pure, and to reclaim thoſe 
om bo have Err'd from them. And with theſe Limi- 
del ntions, that is, with ſuch a Zeal, Mloduratiou, and 
„ice Clarity as the Goſpel requires of us, tis the buſineſs 
reþMef every Clergy men to Preach againſt all Errors 
terfytether of Faith or Practiſe: but if a Clergyman inhis 
&rmon points at the very Man guilty of what he 
Freaches againſt, in fo doing he exceeds his Com- 
niſton and Tranſgreſſes his Duty: And if we in 
[ reaching not only Point at the Man, as aforeſaid, but 
claim againſt bim in Satire, tis down right wic fel, 
n that we cover our Malice with a Cab of Religion, 
nd it reſembles the Sin of the Sons of Eli, that we 

thereby male Men to abbor the Sacrifices of tl 8 Lord. 

2) The Folly and Madneſs of ſuch proceedings 
wil plainly appear, if we conſider, that 10 inſtance 
can be given of the Sincere converſion ot any per- 
fin to the true Religion, where thoſe who diſcipled 
them, did not treit them with Friendſbip and Ten- 
meſs. For he of all others is the moſt unlickely 
to perſwad e, whom, the Per for ap; ly ro, looks upon 


by 
Ser 


lo 


oY {5 21 Enemy 

oo But in your great Zeal of Preaching againſt Di 
4 ſerters, J hope you doe not intend to exciude thoſe, 
fol who are ſo exceptionable and dangerous to the Church 


lay of £112/and, I mean the Papifts, and yet had you 
Dl drawn their Errors in proper Colors, and at full 
11 Length, how you ſhou'd | obtain a Pre ſeutation to a 
lt Beneſice from a Popiſh Patron, adminiſters occaſion 
to aro Specutations. 

As to your turning your Back upon the Sacra- 
ment, or Mr. Fox's ſuffering Men to work on his 
[WF Houle on good Friday, as mention d in your Letters, 
dere may poilibly be ſufficient reaſon to juſtify both; 
2 But 


1 K 


m. * — ——— 


(1 Sam. 2. 17. 


r 


z——„ 3 


111 


But that you ſhou'd make ſuch an abſurd inferen. fold 
trom it, that it was deem'd to ſhow the lint is 
regard he had for the Author of our Salvation, Wilt! 
What no Man can account for. x in 

You bring in your Letter another charge again 
Mr Fox of a high nature, that is, that he tells}; 
Flock, that it will not be enquir'd at the /af 4 
what Sect or Party they are of. This is a Declan 
tion that I believe 1s contrary to every eſtabliſh! 
Religion in Europe, particularly to ours: for th 
E:gyteenth Article of our Church faith, that the 
are to be accurſed that preſume to ſay that even 
Man ſhall be faved by the Law or Se& he protel 
ſes, ſo that he be diligent to frame his Life accordMim 
ing to that Law, or the light of Nature, for tie 
Holy Scripture doth ſet out unto us only the nam t! 
ot Jeſus Chriſt whereby Men muſt be Saved. IH 
Teachers of the Proteſtant Diſſenters themſelves ſub bert 
Icribe to this Article, fo that if Mr. Fox were whafWont: 
bis Enemies wou'd inſinuate, viz, a Presbyterian, ii In 
wou'd be inconſiſtent with their Principles. Mr 
Fox affirms that he never ſaid ſoz the thing ini 
lelf is improbable, and you have charg'd him i 
ſuch a maimer with it as makes it little leſs (not 
withſtanding the opinion of your old Council) tha 
21.1. 

I ſhall next briefly Speak to the Fourth, Hiſib 
Sith and Higbtb, remark you have made on ti 
Letters; In your Fourth remark you ſay that Mr 
Fox in his Letter had charg'd you with Cenfurmn 
his Sermon before the Laity, and that when yol 
deny'd the charge, and preſſ'd upon him to pr. 
duce. Evidence, he does not ſo much as ſay that he 
has any: Pray don't you in your Letter dated tis 


lirſt of May acknowledge that you had twice dove iH 
To what purpoſe then ſhould Evidence be produc 0, vat 
where the Fatt is confeſs'd? You ſay in the ſaid Le 
ter that you gave the Laity, as juſt an account 0 


0 
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(13) 
erenSWermon as you cou'd, leaving them to judge of it; 
i reaſonable to preſume that yon gave them 10 
fer an account of it, than what yeu have given | 
$in your Sermon, which ſhall be examin d into 
V and by. 
zs to the Sixth remark, that Mr. Fox ſays that 
Wurſccver Method I take, you ſhall not hear of my 
Preaching againſt you, (tt is ker that this mould 
fend, but ſome Men can't be pleas'd either Full or 
fing this reſolution you ſay is incouſiſtent with 
is Doty in caſe you ſhould Preach Hereſie; but if 
| r. Fix was ſo Charitable, as to ſuppoſe you would 
olle no ſuch thing, why ſhould you Quarrel with 
-ordMim for it; or in caſe you had, in compliance with 
te, tbl q 4 Rules of our Cheb Mr. Fox would 
amt have Preach'd uon it, till the Biſhop had been 
Ide acquainted with the caſe, and given Directions 
ſubMWlcrein, Now judge whether you or he is the beſt 
ha entormiſt. 
n your Eighth remark you fay that Mr. Fox pro- 
yes not to Preach againſt Diſſenters, which is in- 
onſiſtent with his Duty, as you ſay, why ſo? He is 
not to Preach againſt Men but Frroveous Dock rines, 
ind even in a point where we, and they Differ. 
It I can prove without ever making mention of 


dem, that our opinion in that caſe is right, I 


iim Point, as much, or perhaps more eftc bectual- 
tir, than if I mention'd them a I houfand times; 
i the end that you propoſe in Preaching a 


ben, be to biing them over to the Church, Mr. 
Fax may be of Opinion, that the cultivating an 1 
(rtarmmtance with them and Ircating them 4 
with Humanity and Friendſhip, and then as 
eceafion ſerves to offer, as a Friend, proper 
Arguments to them, may be more effectual to 
lat end, than any ſuch Sermons; and upon er- | 
rent I have always found this the beft Method; YZ 
bit as I have ſpoke to it betore, I thall ſay no more 
now; 


( 14 ) 


now z And yet this is, what you call Confederat 
ing with Moabites and Haparens, &c. 


| 
Your Fifrh remark has been already anſwer o 
for not hing can juſtiſe ſuck Irr egular Pe oceedings Me 


Mr. Fox upon that head charges you with; 
As to your Third remark (which I reſery'd t ak 
now, becauſe it has ſomething extraordinary 1 mel 
you ſry that Mr Fox declines producing it befor 
the Clergy that heard it the moſt proper FudgedMhret 
Tux MosT pROPER JUDGEs as it ſeems in the fee ba 
lative Degree, What more cou'd have been! {aid thi 
the firſt Council held at Jeruſalem about Circumciſi v 
or ot any general Council in the greateſt purity Mul 
the Church? This is a Note beyond Ela; tor it the ai 
(the Clergy of the Reading Lecture) are the r 
per flulges, the Right Revd. the Biſh: ops are not i Fl 
—_ Proper Judges; but, unleſs it be to amuſe thi th: 
Populace to whom you Dedicate, to what purpolgy ! 
doe you urge that tlie Clergy at the Lecture are thi yi 
moſt proper Judges? Is it becauſe they heard t 
Sermon Preach'ed? for if Mr. Fox's Sermon is prur fo1 
ted without any Material Alteration, as you ad th 
mit, why may not they, who did not hear | an 
Preach' d, be as good rudges of it's Doctrines as tho fir 
who did you tell us indeed in your Letter th te 
the Sermon gave Offence to the Clergy who heard 1 ve 
and that they Cenſur'd it as ſoon as they came ou 6: 
of the Church, (to their Credit be it ſpoken) wer 
they not th erefore the moſt ; improper Fudges, as ve 1 
ing prejudic'd Perſons? But, al 
Thirdly, to proceed to your Sermon. The % fi 
Auimadverſion which I now intend to take N. e 
is Page the Seventh, you there ſay, (q, But that Fall tl 
ſhould au lactonſly be Struck or of the Text and 1 


deitty inſerted in its place, without any other 14 a 
[ 


_— 


(2) Matt. 23. 23. 


(15) 

u given, than becauſe ſome do fo interpret it, 
little Surprizeing. A ſtrange thing indeed that 
on ſhould be ſo eaſily Surpriz d! You admit that 
the Greek Word which 1n that place is tranſlated 
With, is in ſeveral places of the New Teſtament 
d tiMWiken and interpreted for Fidelity; you object againſt 
in itte reaſon Mr. Fox gives for taking it in that Senſe, 
eforM(vic.) becauſe ſome Men do interpret it fo, and 
dgeMWret you have only produc'd the interpretation of 
ate be Men to ſupport your Senſe of the Ward - Is 
aid this a fair way of Debateing? eſpecially as Mr. Fox 
ciſionMyas fo candid as to add {ome do ſo interpret it, 
y offyhich plainly intimated, that all Commentators 
the e not; Now what it atter all this Buſtle I ſhou'd 
en make it appear from wconteſted Authority, and the 

Fabi Dactrines of the Church of England that 
e thiYW the word Faith in that Text fignifies Fidelity, or a 
po Faithful and nprigbt Dealing betwixt Man and Man; 
e tig will you recant as publickly, as you have given the 
| thi_l Offence? 1 am reſolv'd to put you upon the Tryal 
prin for once. (7) In one of our Homilies compos'd by 
the judicibits Reformers of this Church, authoriz'd 
ar and approv'd by our Thirty Nine Artieles, and con- 
toll firm'd by Act of Pailiament, it is ib taken, nd in- 
tha terpreted, or to the ſame effect. It ſays upon this 
rd 110 very Text that the Scribes and Pharitees were more 
e Ou Lilian to pay 1ythes of ſmall things, than to dio 
weng tte greater things commanded by God, as Works of 
s vel Mercy, or to do Juſtice, or to Deal Sincerely, uprightly 
and Faithfull; with God, and Man, You indeed at- 
ö firm in your Sermon Page the Eighth that you have 
ce ce for the explanation of the Word Faith in 
Fail the Lext in your Senſe of the Word (which as you 
1 ll Page the Seventh is a Faith in Chrift) which that 
re ally one that has confider d and collated Parallel 
Texts 


CTarg 
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4 Second part of the Hom, of good Works: 


(16) 
Texts ſhould be ignorant of is ſtrange? (Modeſty j 
Folio!) and yet our Howily ſays it ſignifies Fat 
ful Dealing betwixt Man and Man. Arch Biſho 
Tillotſon mterprets that Word Fidelity in his Ser 
mon on Matt. 9. and 13th. and elſewhere, Dr 
Scot. Calvin, Beza, Eraſmus in loc. interpret it thi 
ſame way; and ſeveral others of great Learnin 
and Reputation ; 

You aſſert, page the Sixth that the Scribes and 
Phariſees Omirting Faith as mention'd in the Text 
ſignifies their In ſidelity in our Saxtour, and yet in 
the very ſame Place you admit that this interpte 
tatiou of it, is ſomewhat New and out of the wa 
(truly I think *tis a great deal out of the way 
you admit Pages Fourth, and Fitth that the Pay 
ment of the Tythe of Mint Se. was commanded 
by the Meſaical Law, and that by the Lm men. 
tion'd in the Text we muſt underſtand the Law g 
Mofes; how then can Faith in the Text be re: 
ſonably interpreted in the Evangelical Senſe ol that 
Word? You a dmit Pape the Fitth that the Jg. 
ment which the Scribes and Phariſees omitted might be 
be Publick Fuftice, ſuch as they ought to have done, ¶ y 
as perſons of Publick Character, and yet you alert of 
Page the Sixth, that if Faith in the Text ſignifes MT 
Fide/ity or Faithſulneſs in making or performing i ve 
Agreements and Contracts, it is compriz'd in tet 
Word Fucigment and ſo is Tautology ; are all thele i cy 
ſeveral parts of your Arguments conſiſtent will +. 
each other? But to urge this no further, III Subnut =. 
it even to your Self, whether Mr Fox in his im hi. 
terpretation of the Word, or you in Preaching 4M o 
gainſt it in the manner you have done (to ue i vo 
Your own expreſion) be the moſt Audacious, 

Your next Animadverſion in the Ninth and $in 
Tenth Pages of your Sermon 15 upon Mr. Fox's Pia 
Saying that among the Jews the precepts reſpecting 
Ceremonies and Sacrifices appointed by the Law © 

7 Moſes, R 


hele 
with 
Dot 
in- 


(17) 

Wes, the Precept of the Sabbath, and in general 
ll the In ſrumental Duties of Religion, may be ſty- 
kd the leſs weighty Matters of the Law; and to in- 
free his Doctrine he argues, that Duties of a 
Natural and Eternal Obligation ought to be prefer'd 
o thoſe Duties that are not. (s) But at the ſame 
time inſiſts that the leaſt Duty requir'd ought not to 
te Deſpis'd or Negle&ed (this laſt Reſtriction you 
ake no notice of, as not being of uſe to your pur- 
poſe) Toprove that the Sal bath is not of Natural and 
fternal obligation, he thows that in certain caſes it 
may be Broken; you indeed very well obierve, that 
the Sabbarh has ſomething of Morality in it, tho 
rau have not been fo kind as to inform us, where- 
in you conceiv'd the Morality of the Sabbath to 
conſiſt; but did Mr. Fox ever affirm that the Sabs 
bath had mo Morality in it? The Morality of the 
Sbbath (as J take it) conſiſts in this, that the 
lat Nature can inform us, that it is reaſonable 
that ſome part of time, whole returns thou'd not 
tk too Diſtant, nor too trepuent, ſhould be fet a 
part for Religious Worſhip , But whether that part 
of time ſhould be the Fitth, Seventh, Tentn, or 
Twelfth part of time, Natural Religion without Re- 
relation could not inform us; the Obſervation 
therefore of Sunday as the Seventh part of tune 
cannot be of Natural Obbgation; As to the Sacrs- 
es, you ſeem diſpleas d that he calls them rhe /efs 
rig Matters ot the L aw, and that he cxplauis 
limſolf that /eſs fireſs is to be laid on them, than 
on thoſe of Eternal Obligation; you indeed endea- 
your to prove them the werghter Matters of the 
Law, by ſhowing that they were an expiation for 
din in Virtne of the great Sacrifice, and that to ex- 
pate Sin could not be of the {eaſt Homent ; Mr, Fox 

* Dad 
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( 18 ) 

had ſaid that Szcrifices were the leſs weighty My 
ter of the Law, and thence you inſinate that þ 
ſaid they were Matters of the leaſt Mument /+), 
very fair Antagoniſt! Mr Fox aſſerts that the; 

nay be reaſon to o juſtifie a Perſon for Omitting to g 
: ter 91e . WF or for d. bing ſome Servile V ork 
© the Sh; but u reafon can be afſign'd, wha 
© will 117 fie or excuſe a Perſon for Opyre ſſig . ty 1 
1 iet „Cnety; here vou preſently catch "Bi 1 
arc ſo h ardy as to allert, that the Argumen t 15 fal 
and concludes nothing. (x) Becauſe it is not for 
footh in Moo and Figure; now 1 1: 11408" 
Ind 0 good Re. zſon can be deſign d for deter” 
AT: ol Hierey and Juice, when 1 our power tod 
them, cn you affign any good Reaſon for defer" 
ing an Act of Met cy, when it is in our Powe 110 
and Wwe ot Ve 4 DI be 1 OP] portunity ot doing 1 
And J am bold to ſay in that caſe that the 4% 1118” 
of Jaſtice is an Hijinſtice; But Mr. Fox in an Oratoria - 
wiy had no occaſton to conclude, as you wi ve 
have had him e *ONC luded ; He had aſſerted that ry 
FOPTEES, of Natit, 1 Tore 2 end f (Ob! g. ation Out t 
be preſer d to thoſe Duties that were not to, \ | 
1 {AGE $ the ſewilh Sdcrifices, 2 as Duties mt 
Lrernal Obligation, becauſe that, a that Lu 
WS kn Force, icaſon might be athen'd for dete 
ing them he inſtan ces Ju Ment, Mercy, and H 
at ity. as ies of HEterua Obligation, and to pros 
that the y are 0 alierts th at nothing Will J. (ih All 
our being {ret Ui &c. Pray what ſhould hinge 
der him 3 Illuſtrating and Proving e 
Juſtice and Fidelity to be of Eternal Obligation, 5 
an Argument taken from their oppoſite vices? þ M1 
lidcs all the att M1 ati! ? Prece eDIS Of Moraliry - mp = 
their Aegatives; tor that Law that commands mf" 


(19) 
be Merciſul, at the fame time fordids me to be 
1 
But that you may not be under ſuch à e 
, as you wou'd ſeem to be, to 12ile the af. 
k * your Audience, or for the beauty of ſcat ter- 
ing {ome Rhetoric al Flowe rs, when you Cry wut: 
| the Heavens and Earth on account of Ar. bhnx's 
„elcring Moral Duties, to thoſe of Nui b:flitn- 
* 11 will you be pleas' do give me leave to ac- 
int yon, that the Prophet Iſaiab (w by the ex 
els command of God, call's to the Heavens 3 
34 on account that the Jews prefer d UPofitiue In- 
nts to Moral Duties, as appears by the whole 
at of that Chapter, To what 75 poſe is the 


wer tine of your Sacriſces to me? fait b the Lord, 
# YY 

o Win; more vain oblations, incenſe is-an Avoninas 
ini i mne, the now Moons and Sabbaths, the calling 


or f Ale: mblies I cannot a: way with, it is briqui ty, even 
„len n Meeting: This is much more than has 
| een ſaid on this head by Mr. Fox. And at that 
tte time theſe Duties were Neceſſarily requir d, 
„ t becauſe their Hands were full of Blood, that 
i RY id u. t ſeck Fudement, and 3 relieve the U; Pe. Sd, 
becauſe they d1d not wer thoſe things of Na- 
mal, and Eternal Obligation, God wou'd not ac- 
d Mert of thoſe other D. ities, ** even of Prayer it 
rot, which otherwiſe were Nece! anly requir'd 
AMAMAnd God himfelt expreſsly preiers Moral Dn; 
hin — fices (x) for I defired Mercy, 2nd not 3 
g o obey is better than Sacriſic 

„ bil Another of your Animadverſion (y)18, Tha 
> Bt 5 Fg v has plac'd among the jeſs weighty Matte) C 


m Lam with regard to us Chriſ tian is, Prayer, 
- ml ind th e dacraments, and that at the fe time he 

3 atterts 
2 Fan DDR. 


2) Hai. I, 2. 1h, 13. x) Hos. 6: 6. {v) 1. Sam. 
155 22. G | | 
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(20) 

- aſſerts that the weigbtier Matters of the Lam a 
Duties of a Moral Nature and Eternal Obligation 
you argue that Prayer is a Duty of Natural ReliMear 
ion, no doubt it is, and here you Fight without Ma 
Adverſary; for Mr. Fox never ſaid it was none 
Prayer in general, when duly pertorm'd is a hig 
Act of Religious Worſhip, and we thereby mW: 
ſenſibly recognize the eternal Power and GodheaWMthc 
But Mr. Fox did not conſider Prayer in GeneraMoct ( 
when he placed it among the 4% weighty MarterMp: 


he only confider'd it as a part of the Circumſta ks 
tial. External Worſhip preſcrib'd; And he can! 
not be any otherwiſe underſtood by any Body iti: 
Candor, for he tells you at the ſame time (vi: 


That we muſt not think that upon our perfor 
ming thefe Circumſtanial Parts and Duties Mer 
Religion, that we have done all that God the 
© quires to Denominate us good Chriſtians; nots! 
that whatever pretenſions me may make, GoWcr 
* will bid the Workers of Iniquity to depart from bin l 
And is not this Literally true in relation to PrayerMthe 
and the Sacraments? are not the Prayers of it 
wicked an abomination to the Lord? and may wha 
not receive the Sacraments unworthily ? But thg_Go 
reſtriction of Mr. Fox's you take #o Aotice a 
winch plainly ſhows tis all Cav!/l. har 

The Chriſtian Poſitive Inſtitutions are but fe hn 
of which Mr. Fox has only mention'd the Sache 
ments; Idefire therefore that when I mentioWand 
Pyſtibe Inſtitutions, I may be underitood to Spee 
of the Sacraments, or of thoſe Inſtitutions that at not 
emumnerated amongſt the Agenda of Keligion (2Meur 
that we may not conſuſe them after your anna! 
with the Credenda, i 


(2) S. Ser. P. 11. (a) F. Ser. P. 8. 9. 
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(21) 

And now I proceed to examine whether the 
&raments ought to be placed amonglt the weighry 
ir wetebtier Matters of the Law; it is the Doctrine 
of the Church of England, that tho the Sacraments 
ne generally neceſſary to Salvation, they are only 
o by inſtitution; That it is not the want of the 
rraments will damn a Man, but the contempt of 
them ; That the Sicramente, tho inſtituted means 
of Grace do not operate immediately, ſed mediante 
matia, et fide, and do therefore Operate more or 
ks Powertully according to the diſpoſition of the 
Gſcipient, And in the rubrick (5) we are directed 
that it the Sick Perſon for want of Company to receive 
pith him, &c. do not receive the Sacrament, the 
(vate ſhall inſtruc him that, if he do truely Re- 
rent him of his Sins, &c, he doth Eat and Drink 
the Body and Blood of our Saviour Chriſt profitably 
to his Souls Health, altho he do not receive the Sa- 
cament with his Mouth; Mr. Fox has no where 
ſail that the Sacraments, or what he places among 
the le, werghrty Matters of the Law are not neceſſary 
n Halvatiun, but on the contrary aſſerts Page 8 
that it we neglect, or deſpiſe them, we Sin againſt 
God who has commanded the Practiſe of them. 

The Text (c) which you have quoted John, 6, will 
hardly come up to what you intended by it, I 
know that the Maintainers of Tranſuvjtantiation 
have often urg'd it in favour of that Doctrine, 
and yet Cardinal Cajetan, and ſome of the Learn- 
eſt of the Papiſis themſelves have given it up, as 
wot relating to the Sacrament, but immediately to 
cur Saviours Death and Paiſion. Caæjet. in loc. 
' Manfeſtiffime explicat panem hunc fore paſ- 
ſionem and Mortem ſuam, dicendo, quod panis 
quem ego dabo eſt caro mea, non myſtica, non 

* Spiritualis, 


tl 


(5) Viſitation of the Sick. (c) S. Ser. P. 7. 
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* Spiritualis, ſed quam ego dabo: et dicendo dabof 
© $1gnificat voluntario dono ſe paſſurum and Mori pk 
turum. in 
You proceed to conclude your Argument about fl 
the /eſs weighty Marrers with an Air of Triumph 
(e) You tell us, it our Author has been induc 


thro too great a veneration for Names to affen 
what he has aſſerted, his caſe is the Harder, he be pl 
ing to prove it by better Arguments than have ye Al 
been produc'd. And can this be Modeſty ſaid” 
when Mr. Fox's Dodrines remain Firm and une 
1 ſuppoſe you point at Arch-B:jhop Tillotſon, wh - 
clearly proves by undeniable Arguments tha a 
Moral Duties are approv'd of by God for their on 5 
Sake, and their own Iutrinſet goodneſs, but pam 
Infirntions are only pleaſing to God tor theſe, and 
ſo far as they tend to beget, and promote then 
in us: And that inſtitutions are fo far from en?” 
trenching on the Laws of Nature, that it is thi 15 
declar'd will of God. that they are alway: deſign * 
to be Subſervient and Subordinate to them, when ſy 
ever they come in competition in his Sermon off” 
Matt. 9. 13. go and Learn what that mheanth1 " 
will have Mercy, and not Sacrifice: To which toi; 
Brevity Sake I refer you for farther information. ec 
You then proceed to the Order of Duties, () an. 
no! 
you divide them into , eighty, Weightyer, wal e. 
leaſt Weighty, the Text had only two dvi 
MWoeighitier and W eighty by implication. And 005 
better reaſon can be aſſignd why our Saviour df * 
vided them into two parta, than you can give 10... 
dividing the Duties upon that Text into three ＋ 4þ 
Our Saviour in that Text may be reaſonably fi * 
e to divide the whole Law, into that whit bn 
as of Eternal, and Natural Obligation, and int 
£114 6: 
ow * . 0 
0 


(e) I, Ser. P. 12. (J) S. Ser. P. 13. 


ſnmance of Moral MWorks, for as the Body 


(23) 
winch was only of Poſitive Inſtitution, and the com- 
plex 0! the whole Law in other parts of Scripture 
n ſometimes divided into two parts only; St. Paul 
gxhorts to repentance towards God, and Faith in 
Klus Chriſt. (g) 

You farther tell us that the Sacraments are the 
plying the Merits of Chriſts Body Broken, and 
flood ſhed to our ſelves, and that God has hung 
Qlvation upon them. This I deny to be true 
n a ſtrict Senſe; for the immediate Ad, by which 
veapply the Merits of Chriſts Death and Paſſion in 
particular to our ſelves, is by an af:ve and /ively 
Faith, and not barely by taking the Sacrament; and 
vemay in certain caſes without taking the Sacrament 
bya Hey Faith apply the Merits of Chriſts Death to 
wr ſelves, as in the inſtance already given out of 
tie Kubrick; but we can in no caſe whatever, ap- 
ply them to our ſelves without a Lively Faith, and 
and there can be no Lively) Faith without a per- 

withoitt 
the Sprrit is Dead, ſo Faith without Works is Dead 
alſo. () He that believeth, and 1s Baptiz'd ſhall be 
dzved, but be that beliewveth not ſhall be Danined (i) 
he does not ſay that he that 1s not Baptiz'd ſhall 
be Vamn'd. Theſe things plainly ſhow, that the 
ducrame nts, tho' inftituted Means of Grace, are 
not of the ſame Weight as a Lively Faith, and Duties 
0! a Myra! Obligation, you urge indeed (H to prove 
the Sacraments equally neceſſary with Duties of Moral 
Obligation, that the Sacraments are means of Grace, 
and that the uſe of the means muſt be as neceſſary as 
the End it Selt; *tis true they are the means of Grace 
(tho' not the only means of Grace that God has 
given us) and that the wears are Neceſſary for the 
end, To what end then is Grace given us, bu 
to 
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(eg) Ads. 20. 21. 
(f) 8. Ser. P. 10. 


(þ) Jam. 2. 26. (:) Mar. 19. 10. 


( 24 ) 
to enable us to keep the Commandments of Gol: 
the Duties of Natura! and Eternal Obligation? Wil 

ou therefore prefer the means to the very end i 
ſelf? Our Saviour himſelf has made the Loving 5 
God, and our Neighbour (I) both Duties of Namyg 
Obligation, the eſſence of the Chriſtian Religion, de 
nominating the one the Firſt, and great Comman, 
ment, and the other the Second, how can you ther 
fore in your © {er of Duties give the Sacraments 
Poſitive Inſtitutions, the precedency to either « 
them? Did we admit in the Sacraments the Opy 
Operatum of the Papiſts, or that the Bread, an 
Wine was Tranſubſtantiated into the Body ] 
Blood of Chriſt, or that Children of Chriſta 
Parents Dying without Baptiſm could not be ſaved 
there might be ſomewhat of better pretence « 
placing them in your Order among the moſt weigh 
ty Duties. 

You farther ſay that God has Dung Salvation upo 
the Sacraments what upon the Sacraments only 
No ſure, God requires our ſincere endeavours of 3 
uniform Obedience to all his Precepts, ſo that the wilh 
Tranſgreſſing ot any ot his Precepts renders us obnox 
ious to his Wrath, And even in willtully Tranſzrefluy 
what yon call the /eaft Matters of the Law, hic 
God has Conmanded, we equally Tranſgreſs again 
the Legi/latrve Power of the Supreme being, (becaul 
all his Laws have an equal San@0n ) as iſ that we ha 
Tranſgreſs'd againſt any other of his Commands 
which Materially conſider d might have been of! 
| higher Nature, (and;yet one Sin inay be more Prov 
king then another, from the Nature of the thing 
and the Flagrant Circumſtances attending it) tor i 
this and in this only the Formale or Eſſence of Sin col 
ſilts, thatwe witizngly and willingly conſent to Tran 
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ſs the Law, or any of the Laws of God, And 


Ga every thing that God Commands has the ſame 
> WillWjivine Sanction, nothing done in contempt or dil- 
nd ;Whedicnce to it, where the authority commanding 


that of the great God, can on any account be callꝰd 


"8 0 | = - 

anale leaſt weighty Matter, Tis the Fraud and Malice 
1: del the Devil to endeavour to make the Command- 
„an ents of God claſh with one another; ſo that the 


Mmeftion is not whether all the Commandments of 
od ought to be done, but the Queſtion is, that 
(caſe a Duty of Natural Obligation, and a Duty 
(Potive Inflitution ſhould ſo happen to intertere, 
that they cou'd not both be done, which of them 
Lal be Poſtpon'd and give Place to the other? Ihe 
ſiſttve Iuſtitution no doubt ought to be Poltpon'd. 

vill put the caſe in a very tender Point; ſup- 

ding a Mans Lite in very eminent Danger unleſs 
amediately taken out of the Pit into which he is 
Wen, and a Sick Man in eminent Danger of Uy- 

g without the Sacrament, unleſs immediately Ad- 

uniſtred to him, both theſe as the caſe is put can- 

ot be done, which of them then in good conſcience 

wht to be done, and which of them omitted ? 

ay the Mercy ought to be ſhow'd, and the Sa- 

Rment omitted; And by this inſtance any Man 

uy be determin'd whether the Sacramens or 

lr are the wieghtier Matters of the Laws, And 

tmay alſo convince you that Duties more excel- 

it in their own Nature (notwithſtanding your 

ty Coin'd diſtinction (%, for the prevention of 

of Wirors to the contrary) are allo moſt neceſſary to 

Race. In ſeveral other reſpects Duties of Na- 

ral, and Eternal Obligation ought to have the Pre- 

wncy of thoſe Duties that are of Pofirive Inſtitu- 

ut only. 
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things not ſeen, {hall be turn 'd into 77 tfion, an 


Mr. Fox has told you (n)* That Poſi tive Inſtitu 
tions have only a Relative goodneſs in them 
. * they are not commanded for any Inftrinſs 

* goodneſs there is in them Abſolnrely confiler' 
but becauſe they are or ought to be Subſe 
vient to other good purpoſes of Religion, &c 
S condly all Pb Inſtitutions are Tem . dt 
Paul prefers Courity to Faith, and Hope, and aſſgus a 
a ceaſon for ſo doing (0) that Charity never failet 
that ſhall remain when Faith, as the evidence 


Hope into Enjoyment; and we defire to be permitt 
to make uſe of this Rule in the conſtruction 

Law, which the Apoſtle obſerv'd in determining 
which ct the three faith, Hope or Charity was t] 
greateſt; Thirdly the Moral Law is more preſs 
home upon us, than thoſe of Poſitive Inftiturion, t 
it is not only Teveal'd in the Bible, but written e 
the Table of every Man's Heat; and this no dou 
muſt render the Tranſgreſſors of it the more inc 
cuſable. Fourthly the Moral Law or Law 

Nature {q) does hot depend ſolely on the Inſtit f 
tion of God, but alſo on the Eſential Refitnde ail 
Perfection of his own Nature; z and he may thereto 
as well be ſuppos'd to deny bimſel (which God col 
not do) as to cancel the obligations of that La 


[0 
Fiithly the due o5ſervarion of the Mora! Low nn 
only fits and prepares us for Heaven in this 0 7 


ſtate of P/0b1tion, bat allo qualifies us tor th 
better Enjoyment of it in the World to com 
(which can't be ſtrictly ſaid of Peſitive I/tirun 
for the more we aſlimulate our ſelves to God in! 
Juſt ice, Mercy, Veracity, and other imitable | 
fections, and the nearer advance male, diſtant 


— 
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(27) 
tis, in this our Imitation, as tranſcripts to God 
the Original, we are the better Chriſtians, and ate 
the more perfected in that Holine ſ without which 
w man ſhall ſee the Lord. 

Lou admit that poſitive Inſtitutious are inferior 
n Nature to moral goodneſs, but that they are not 
pon this account /e/s wighte, as weighty Signifies 
Necellary to be done; that is (if I take yon right) 
that tho' morality in its own intrinſick Nature is 
freterable to poſitive Inſtitutions, yet the one is 
neceſſary to be done as well as the other, becauſe 
they are both enforc d with the ſame Divine San- 
ticn, Very true, for as God requires our ſincere 
endeavours of a uniform Obedience to his whole 
Lay upon pain of Damnation, and will not accept of 
wr Services by halves, or of a partial Obedience, 
ts evident that when we perform the Weightiey 
Duties of Moral Obligation) Matters of the Law, 
eought not to leave the weighty Matters, (Duties 
{ Poſitive Inſtitution) undone: Does not Mr. 
Fix P. 12. expreſlly ſay that theſe ought never to 
erated, but always go Hand in Hand. 

For my own part at preſent, I cannot conceive 
Wat good end you could propoſe in Preaching and 
wiſhing this Sermon, which ſome Sober Menstake 
dbe a Scollin g Sermon; | am very ſure that ſuch 
woceedings have a tendency to create a Schiſm be- 
at Mr. Fox and his Flock, to ſul vert the minds 
| the Hearers, and to wound the Conſcirnce of 
uk Brethren; And this is not a bare Surmize 
Y, but I have good Reaſon to ſay fo, for as I 
nt along Reading Streets, I heard ſome ancient 
wple talking together about Mr. Fox's diſpute 
4 yours, and the one ſaid to the other, Lord 
Þ us, what ſhall we poor ignorant People 3 
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if they who ſhould Teach us do not know which js 
the right way? And it appear'd to me to be {poken 
with great concern, What wonder? If you in 
your Sermon declaim (s) againſt a Sermon that 
was Preached in the very ſame Church by the| 
Miniſter of the next Pariſh, and cry out to the 
Heavens and Earth to be Aftoniſh'd at ſuch Doctrine, 
is not this ſufficient to aftright and aſtoniſh the 
more ignorant People ? Eſpecially where you far- 
ther ſay that if the great Duties of the Chriſti 
Religion be thus handled, we may ceaſe to wonder 
it we ſee Men, not only Living, but Profeſſing them 
{elves too, Infidels and Apoſtates. Hen pietas 
Hu priſca fides? Is the Order of Nature then inver 
ted, that the perſwading of Men to the Praftiſeo 
Duties of Morality ſhou'd produce fuch perniciou 
Effects? 

I maſt confeſs I could not have conjectured, wha 
induc'd you to carry your Reſentment ſo high, hi 
not you diſcover'd it a little after, by obſervin 
that it was Hypocriſte to make pretences (7) t 
Juſtice and Charity, and yet to have no regard t 
Merit, and to ſtarve all but thoſe of a Party. Man 
ata mente repoſtum. What a a wicked and 1mgratt 
full World do we Live in, to over look fo lon 
ſuch Superior Merit? Ill fncceſs may put even ago 
Humoured Man out of Temper, but this 1s carry 
ing it a little too far. 

You next obſerve the vile Practiſes in Election 
Bnt let me adviſe you to treat that Point with pr 
caution; Otherwiſe ſome Men may be apt to ff 
Fault with you, as reflecting upon a Bran 
of the Legiſlature, and as makeing uſe of the I 
pitſor a party drum. 


elo 
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Before I conclude, I muſt obſerve that ſeveral of | 
Friends told me that your Sermon was not 7 
peach d, and Printed without the peruſal and Ap. [4 
nobation of ſeveral Perſons of your Party; and that % 
Wiheretore if 1 Wrote againſt any thing you had ad. % 
mcd, I ſhon'd run a very great Riſque of be- | 
ps abus'd, of being loaded with Invectives inſtead 
f Arzuments. But that has not been ſufficient to | 
{ter me from aſſerting the Truth and Vindicating | 
hnocence; and I can truely ſay, that I am heartily | 
&rry, that the manner in which you have carry'd | 
n the Diſpute, has made the Publication of this Let- | 
ter neceſſary 2 But he who Proves to have been 
the Azgreſſor, muſt bare the Blame, whatever the | 
anſequences may be. N 
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T am, | 


Tour Affectionate Brother. 


LANCE. CARLETON: 
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I Forgot to congratulate you on the Credit, and 
t 


Advantage you have got, by expoſing Privat 

ters to publicł View, You did indeed at a Fublick 

* Entertainment ask Mr. Fox's conſent, which it he 

had refus d, it is obvious, what uſe you would have 

made of it. | 

You give ſuch a reaſon for this Publication as 

would tempt one to think, that you either expected 

that all Men right or wrong ſhould be prejudiced 

in your Fayour, or elſe deliver up their under- 

ſtanding to your Dictates; for in the cloſe of your 

Dedication, you ſay, Which Letters ſhould never have 

ſeen the Light, bad not many boaſted, and our Au- 

| thor himſelf publickly Afirm'd even to my Face, that 

* Thad refuſed the Debate be propoſed, 

1 Now it it does not appear from theſe very Letters, 

that you did refufe the Debate Mr. Fox propos d, 

I ſhall deſpair of being ever able to underſtand 

common Sen ſe. | 

Mr. Fox's propoſal in his Letter April 10. was to 

produce his Sermon before any number of Perſons to 

to be choſen by you, and him; and if you could WF | 
convince him of Error, that he would Retract it; 
if you cou'd not, that then you ſhould make him 
ſuch Reparation, as equal Fudges ſhow'd determine; 
You, like a Fair and Able Diſputant, propoſe 
to refer it to the Clergy at the Lecture, who, as Mr. 
Fox ſuſpected, and you knew, (as it now plainly 
appears) were all on your Side; and therefore by 
no means qualified to be made Arbrirrators; for in 


your Letter of May aſt, you ſay, can you really 
| aut 
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(19) 
ant to be told, that your Sermon gave offence almoſt 
jp every one that heard it, Lai), as well as 


Clergy, &c. (I know this not to be true of the 


Laity.) So that your meaning in plain Engliſh is nei- 
ther more or Jeſs, than this, if you might chſe all 
the Referees, you wou'd refer the matter in debate; 
and you would not agree to a Reference on any o- 
ther Terms, unleſs Mr. Fox, won'd let you know, 
who the Perſons were that inferm'd him of your 
enſures. A rare method preſerve Peace and good 
Neighbourhood in any Place! 

Does it not appear from the Letters you have 
Publiſhed that this is the e State of the Caſe? 
It you had a mind to have zbis Diſpute fairely argued 
and determined, How eaſie wou'd it have been 
for you to have either own'd (as you have in effect 
jince done) or denied the Charge, and to have agreed 
to Mr, Fox's reeſonable Propoſal? The forced Senſe 
you have pat upon his Words; and your Charge a- 
2gainſt him is not only contrary to Truth, but to Mr. 
Fox's known and avowed Principles: So that every 
Candid, Senſible, and uprejudiced Perfon will find it 
difficult to perſuade himſelf, that you have not gone 
contrary, even to the Didtates of your own mind, 

Mr. Fox ſent his Charge and Propoſal in a Private 
Letter. You and your Learned, and Judicious Couns- 
al have the repurarion of Publiſhing a Private Cor- 
eſpondence, which I think, Men generally agree, 
ſhou'd not be Divulged. 


FINIS. 


